This article explores the role that gender differences played in vote choice for radical right parties in European countries from 2002-2014. In particular, the research agenda explores whether men and women differ in regards to the attitudinal variables that drive vote choice for a radical right party. Further, the empirical analysis tests whether predictors of radical right vote choice have differing substantive effects for women and men. Using fixed effects statistical models; the major findings are that men and women do differ statistically on one attitude that correlates highly with radical right vote choice (i.e. far right ideology), but not other important attitudes (anti-immigrant sentiment). Substantively, however, given the same attitudes as men, women have a significantly lower probability of translating extreme attitudes into vote choice for radical right parties.
Introduction
Radical right parties in Europe have received a wealth of attention in the political parties' literature due to the potential threat that these parties pose to liberal democratic governance. Important areas of exploration related to the radical right include explanations for the emergence or existence of these parties (Kitschelt 1995 , Mudde 2007 , the substantive effects of radical right parties on the European political landscape (Howard 2010 , Mudde 2007 , Hansen and Clemens 2019 , how other political parties interact with the radical right (Norris 2005 , Meguid 2005 , Bale et al. 2010 , Howard 2010 , van Spanje 2010 , how the political opportunity structure impacts the success of these parties (Golder 2003 , Hansen 2016 , and how to define and categorize parties of the radical right (Kitschelt 1995 , Mudde 2007 . One important area of inquiry explores the disparate ways in which gender plays a role in the success of these parties. In particular, the extent to which gender differences play a role in voting/support for radical right parties and their policies has received increased attention (Harteveld et al. 2015 , Immerzeel et al. 2015 , Mayer 2015 , Spierings/Zaslove 2015 , Harteveld/Ivarsflaten 2016 , Erzeel/Ekaterina 2017 , Harteveld et al. 2017 , Spierings/Zaslove 2017 .
The literature has made tremendous strides in demonstrating that the gender gap in support for the radical right might not be related to a gender gap in a singular attitude. Further, important new studies demonstrate that previously uncovered mechanisms may explain women's hesitation to vote for radical right parties (Harteveld et al. 2015 , Harteveld/Ivarsflaten 2016 , Spierings/Zaslove 2017 . This research agenda seeks to provide a large-N, statistical test for gendered voting across a substantial period of time (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) (2011) (2012) (2013) (2014) in order to confirm these findings. In particular, this article investigates three aspects of gendered voting for the radical right throughout this time period in Europe.
First, the analysis will use bivariate models to investigate whether men and women hold the political attitudes that are most commonly associated with voting for radical right parties at the same rate. More concretely, this first exploration tests whether there really is a gender gap in theoretically relevant radical right attitudes. Second, the research agenda will empirically test whether gendered differences in voting for the radical right party across Europe can be explained by a difference in the importance that men and women place on attitudes when predicting vote choice. While it is relatively well known that men are more likely to cast a vote for radical right parties, it is less clear whether the smaller proportion of women that do decide to cast a vote for these parties do so for different reasons. Perhaps, the gender gap in voting could be explained by the fact that different attitudinal traits explain radical right vote choice for women and men. For example, it might be the case that far right ideological positioning leads men to vote for the radical right party, while anti-immigrant/nativist attitudes lead women to vote for the party. Lastly, if radical right vote choice for both women and men is correlated with the same attitudinal positions, it is important to explore whether these attitudinal positions have the same substantive impact on the probability of voting for the radical right party. The result might indicate that men and women are both affected by an attitude such as far right positioning, but it is worth testing whether the effect of political ideology on the probability of voting is substantively the same. Current research does not explore these three areas of inquiry simultaneously.
The empirical results indicate that men are not more likely to hold the most important political attitudes most commonly associated with voting radical right, with the exception of far right ideological positioning. Further, regarding the mechanisms that explain voting radical right, the variables that correlate with voting for the radical right are the same for women and men. However, the research agenda finds that although women and men are affected by the same variables, the substantive effect of these variables on men's voting behavior is substantially larger. The article provides some corroborating evidence for the theory that women may hold attitudes associated with the radical right, but women are far less likely to violate societal norms and translate those attitudes into a vote for a radical party.
Gender Gap in Political Attitudes
Gender gaps in political attitudes and participation have been studied in a number of different contexts and countries. For example, a study done in the U.S. by Kaufmann and Petrocik (1999) found that men and women differ on important attitudinal positions about government that are related to vote choice. The authors find the gender gap is caused partially by men's changing attitudes on issues of social welfare. The study concludes that while women have remained stable on political attitudes, men are becoming more conservative on several important positions. Since Kaufmann and Petrocik's (1999) study, several scholars have uncovered distinct mechanisms going beyond simple ideological shifts that explain gender gaps in attitudes. Howell and Day (2000) demonstrate that different socio-demographic factors have varying effects on women and men. The authors find that while some factors such as education have a more liberalizing effect on women, other factors such as religiosity have a more conservatizing effect on men. Overall, the authors note that the gender gaps arise from both women's changing cultural role and their increasing autonomy from men. Kaufmann (2004) confirms this trend in her study, showing that women and men politicize their religious beliefs in very different ways. Further, Schlesinger and Heldman (2001) demonstrate that the gender gap in attitudes could also be a product of a difference in perceived opportunity gaps and perceived efficacy in government programs. When exploring the gender gap historically, Norrander and Wilcox (2008) find that the gender gap is not only a product of men becoming more conservative, but also the increased willingness of women to self-identify as liberal. Interestingly, Kellstedt et al. (2010) find that even when women and men's political attitudes respond to changes in public policy in the same direction, men appear to be more responsive to policy change than are women when exploring the level of change in their attitudes.
Cross-nationally, similar trends have been found relative to the gender gap in political attitudes. Inglehart and Norris (2000) , using the World Values Survey in the early 1980s and the early to mid 1990s, find that a traditional left-right ideological gender gap exists crossnationally. More recently, McEvoy (2016) uncovers that a gender gap persists in terms of attitudes in European Parliament (EP) elections, and finds a gendered attitudinal gap when exploring support for different types of European Union (EU) policies. However, the author points out that there is quite a bit of variation across the countries in the sample. For example, empirically there is only a very small gender gap in support for most liberal attitudes in Italy. In the European context, political attitudes have been studied most closely in terms of their relationship to specific political party vote choice.
Gender Gap in Radical Right Voting
The previous section solely explored the gendered differences in political attitudes. As stated earlier, scholars studying radical right vote choice have unanimously found a link between gender and voting for the radical right (Kitschelt 1995 , Givens 2005 , Norris 2005 , van Spanje 2010 , van Heerden et al. 2014 , Harteveld et al. 2015 , Immerzeel et al. 2015 , Mayer 2015 , Spierings/Zaslove 2015 , Harteveld/Ivarsflaten 2016 , Erzeel/ Ekaterina 2017 , Harteveld et al. 2017 , Spierings/Zaslove 2017 . Several of these authors have, through statistical testing, determined that there is a negative correlation between gender (men=0; women=1) and vote choice for these parties. Men are more likely to vote for radical right parties, and the vote percentage is, on average, double for men what it is for women.
Gender Gap in Radical Right Attitudes
In regards to the political attitudes most associated with radical right vote choice, there is debate over whether a real gender gap in attitudes exists. Coffe (2013) argues that the gender gap in voting for the radical right can be explained away by looking at the difference between women and men on a few key socio-demographics and values on attitudinal positions. The author finds that when accounting for differences in views of immigrants there is the same probability of voting for a radical right party between women and men. Coffe (2013) concludes that women are much less likely to hold anti-immigrant and xenophobic attitudes. Further, the author finds that men also tend to vote for radical right parties in greater numbers due to concerns over job security and household finances. For Coffe (2013) , a mix of anti-immigrant sentiment and concern over job security explains mens' vote for radical right parties.
Agreeing partially, Spierings and Zaslove (2017) argue that differences in populist attitudes explain the gender gap in voting for the radical right, and not a difference in anti-immigrant attitudes. Similarly, Immerzeel et al. (2015) tested radical right voting in 12 Western European countries using the 2010 European Values Study. The authors find when using bivariate "difference of means tests" that men and women differ in their probability to vote for a radical right party due to their holding different attitudes on several important nativist survey questions.
Gender Gap in Attitude Salience
In contrast, more recent studies argue that there is not a gender gap on the political attitudes most closely related to voting for the radical right party. Mayer (2015) finds that women and men hold fairly similar beliefs on the political attitudes that correlate with voting for the French National Front party. In addition, while exploring the gender gap in voting since 2012, the author finds that there is no longer a gender gap at all. The main claim is that changing demographics, the change in immigration context, and National Front appeals to women have led women to choose the party at the same rate as men. Further, Erzeel and Ekaterina (2017) delved into the perceived closing of the gender gap in radical right support. The authors found that it does not appear as though radical right parties have moderated their message since the 1980s. However, the authors note that, at least in some countries, radical right parties actively engage and political involve women in some discussions related to women's policy concerns.
Similarly, Spierings and Zaslove (2015) call into question whether a significant gender gap currently exists regarding anti-immigrant attitudes. Instead, the authors argue that while women and men hold similar beliefs on several political attitudes, the genders weight those attitudes differently in their vote calculation. In addition, Harteveld et al. (2015) find that socio-cultural and attitudinal differences do not play a role in the gender gap in radical right vote choice. Instead, the authors argue that men simply consider the issues of the radical right to be more salient, and that the radical right might deter women for other reasons that go beyond the political party program. However, a clear test of the assertion is not provided. Finally, new research on motivation to control prejudice, which will be discussed in the final section of this discussion, finds that men and women do not differ on important political attitudes related to vote choice (Harteveld/Ivarsflaten 2016 , Harteveld et al. 2017 . The empirical section in this article seeks to test the assertions derived from these debates. Based on the most recent research, there are two hypotheses posited:
On average, a gender gap does exist when it comes to political ideology, and men are further to the right on the ideological spectrum. H 1b : On the main attitudinal predictor of radical right vote choice, nativist attitudes, women do not differ in terms of holding anti-immigrant attitudes.
H 2 : The attitudes that predict radical right vote choice for men (far right ideological positioning and anti-immigrant attitudes) are the same attitudes that predict radical right vote choice for women.
Gender and Controlling Prejudice (i.e. norm violation)
Recent research on the gender gap in voting for radical right parties, or any extreme parties, is that the gender gap persists because women and men differ in their propensity to violate social norms. Broadly, Ivarsflaten et al. (2010) argue that in Western European immigration politics debates, an anti-racism norm might exist. Positing a new way of thinking about measuring attitudes towards immigration, the authors develop a theoretical construct in which there are two types of individual measures for the anti-racism norm. In particular, there is an external motivation to control prejudice and not be perceived as racist, and an internal motivation to uphold unbiased views of racial groups. The study by Ivarsflaten et al. (2010) was conducted in Norway and the authors found that both types of the anti-racism norm were related to anti-immigrant attitudes. How does the Ivarsflaten et al. (2010) study on the anti-racism norm relate to gender and radical right voting? Harteveld and Ivarsflaten (2016) conducted a study that explored voting for the radical right British National Party, Sweden Democrats, and Norwegian Progress Party in order to further investigate the connection. The authors find that women are more likely to vote for a radical right party if it has a "reputation shield." That is, women are less likely to vote for parties that are seen as too extreme, and more likely to cast a vote for a party that does not have a neo-Nazi past or current social stigma. The major takeaway is that women are more likely than men to be motivated to control prejudice, and that this internal motivation accounts for the gender gap in voting for radical right parties. Since radical right parties are caught up in conflicts related to discrimination and prejudice, women do not view these parties are a legitimate option in the electoral market. On the other hand, we know that across the board women when compared to men support radical right parties at much lower rates. Therefore, a large-N analysis is needed to fully explore the topic behind distinguishing between voting within the radical right party family.
A recent study on women's propensity to control prejudice is Harteveld et al. (2017) . The study explored 28 European countries using the Comparative Study of Electoral Systems data between 1996-2011. The motivating theory was that gender socialization is different for women and men. In particular, the authors argue that there are two gendered differences in the sociopsychological literature: 1.) Men have a generally lower sensitivity to social cues, which means they are more likely to vote for stigmatized parties. 2.) In comparison, women have a greater concern with social harmony, which means they are less likely to vote for extreme parties (Harteveld et al. 2017, 3-6) . Harteveld et al.'s (2017) major finding was that men are more likely to vote for parties that are socially stigmatized or ideologically extreme: a finding that is strong even when controlling for similar socio-demographics and political attitudes. In sum, women are far less likely to violate societal norms and cast a vote for far left and far right parties. Given this most recent research, one might expect that the effects of variables correlated with radical right vote choice would be different for women and men. Therefore, H 3 is posited below:
H 3 : For women, the substantive effects from independent variables that increase the probability of voting for the radical right party are smaller than the substantive effects for men.
Methodology

Data
The data used for the empirical analysis is the biennial European Social Survey (ESS) from 2002 (ESS 2017 2 Further, the longitudinal dimension of the study allows for researchers to track attitudinal changes over time. Since the ESS provides post-stratification weights (with design weights added) and country population size weights, all descriptive statistics and statistical modeling provided here incorporate the weights. In addition, all bivariate and multivariate statistical models are estimated using fixed effects modeling in order to account for the non-randomness that exists in the respondent's country. The statistical technique is useful since McEvoy (2016) concludes that there is significant cross-country variation in attitudes.
Independent Variables
There are a number of socio-demographic and attitudinal variables included in the empirical analysis as independent variables.
3 First, a number of socio-demographics are included in order to determine whether the radical right was able to draw voters with distinct characteristics. These variables represent all of the basic socio-demographics that must be included in a study exploring vote choice: age, gender, education, income, employment status, and union membership. Previous empirical research on radical right voting has indicated that a few trends should emerge, albeit at different degrees of intensity. For instance, previous research confirms that voters for radical right parties tend to be men, older, less educated, unemployed, and in some instances a member of a union (Kitschelt 1995 , Givens 2005 , Norris 2005 , Mudde 2007 ). The second set of variables included in the analysis is attitudinal variables. First, political ideology is included with the expectation that radical right voters will identify further right on the political spectrum than people that voted for other parties. Second, and perhaps more importantly, a measure is included for nativist attitudes (i.e. anti-immigrant attitudes). The variable was created through the use of factor analysis based on five questions about attitudes towards immigrants (see, Appendix B). Scholars have argued that many radical right parties are simply single-issue parties that draw voters based on anti-immigrant sentiment (van der Brug/Fennema/ Tillie 2000, Bos/van der Brug 2010). Therefore, a positive relationship is expected between anti-immigrant attitudes and radical right vote choice. Based on previous findings, it is expected that far right political ideology and anti-immigrant sentiment have the most direct relationship with radical right vote choice.
Third, a measure is included that attempts to capture anti-system behavior. Since there are no questions in the ESS that are capable of getting at useful conceptualizations of populism, distrust of governmental institutions is the most useful way of getting at skepticism towards elites and elite institutions. 4 Fourth, there are two measures capturing attitudes that could be considered staunchly conservative or authoritarian: traditional beliefs and strong government (Givens 2005 , Norris 2005 , Mudde 2007 ). The traditional beliefs variable intends to measure the extent to which the respondent holds staunchly conservative attitudes, while the strong government variable intends to capture more authoritarian attitudes in relation to government control in society. Fifth, although the relationship between neoliberalism and radical right voting is debated in the literature, two variables are included in order to test whether a relationship exists. 5 The first variable is specifically targeted at income and explores the respondent's agreement with the idea that the government should not reduce in- 4 Pauwels (2010) has undoubtedly demonstrated that many analyses utilizing survey data are unable to fully capture the complex nature of the concept of populism. For instance, Akkerman et al. (2014) and Hawkins and Rovira Kaltwasser (2018) find that anti-elitism and populism are statistically two distinct sets of attitudes. The present study recognizes this difficulty and potential deficiency and attempts to use the only alternative means of measuring a broader idea of anti-system attitudes that are available. 5 As discussed previously, men tend to hold more rightist attitudes, which includes neoliberal attitudes. However, it is necessary to point out that the role that neoliberal attitudes play in radical right party policy or vote choice is debated in the literature. Some radical right parties, such as the Norwegian Progress Party, have put forth neoliberal policy platforms. However, many radical right parties do not espouse neoliberal policies. Due to the debate in the literature regarding the link between radical right parties and neoliberal attitudes, the variables are included here as attitudinal control variables.
come disparity. The second variable is targeted at a broader notion of equality. In particular, the inclusion of this variable should indicate whether respondents that are less committed to the idea that people should all have equal opportunities are more likely to vote radical right. Finally, since some of the radical right parties have origins in the anti-European Union (EU) movement, a measure is included exploring whether distrust in the EU is associated with radical right vote choice.
Dependent Variable & Method
The and it is not the goal or intention of this research agenda to engage in the debate here. Therefore, only parties that a majority of the literature has classified as broadly radical right are included. Further, through factor analysis on policy positioning, Ennser (2012) found that the radical right party family is one of the most homogeneous party families. Therefore, there is less risk of including a political party that drastically skews the results.
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The empirical exploration proceeds in two stages. First, a bivariate analysis is conducted and bivariate mixed effects statistical models are estimated on variables of interest by gender. The reason for conducting a bivariate analysis is to get a basic sense of whether there are statistical differences between women and men on the socio-demographic and attitudinal variables that will be included in the multivariate analysis. Therefore, this first empirical investigation will provide an initial test for H 1 , which hypothesizes that women and men 6 Radical right vote share in the samples was 7.7% in 2002, 8% in 2004, 8.8% in 2006, 6% in 2008-2012, and 8.4% in 2014. 7 This study recognizes that there are differences between parties on the radical right of the ideological spectrum. For example, there are crucial differences between neo-nazi parties and Mudde's (2007) conceptualization of populist radical right parties. Indeed, important research has been conducted on classifying political parties on the right of the ideological spectrum ( Van Kessel 2015 , Huber/Ruth 2015 , Huber/Schimpf 2017 . Therefore, several robustness checks were conducted in order to verify that an outlier party or a subset of political parties was not impacting the results 8 The potentiality for one party to skew the results is also drastically reduced due to the use of fixed effects models. In addition, several robustness checks were performed in order to verify that the results from the large-N fixed effects models aligned overwhelmingly with the results for individual country/party-level models. Finally, several models were estimated where individual countries/parties that could be considered outliers were excluded in order to verify the robustness of the results. The results were consistent with the results from the full sample.
hold similar attitudes on those variables related to radical right vote choice. It should be noted that the mixed effects models take into account post-stratification and country population size weights. Second, multivariate statistical models are estimated with all theoretically relevant independent variables. Since the dependent variable utilized in the multivariate analyses is binary, fixed effects binary regression models with clustered standard errors are estimated using post-stratification and country population size weights. When conducting the multivariate analysis, the independent variables are scaled to have a mean of one and a standard deviation of zero. The scaling of independent variables was done so that the variables could be on comparable scales in order to directly compare substantive effects in the statistical output. Further, the sample for the multivariate analysis is split by gender. The split samples mean that a fixed effects regression model will be estimated to predict radical right vote choice for women and men separately. By splitting the sample, it will be possible to explore two distinct trends. First, estimating separate regression models for women and men will allow us to view whether the same variables that predict radical right vote choice for women are also predictors for men. Second, by splitting the samples, it will be possible to calculate predicted probabilities in order to graph the substantive effect of statistically significant variables. Therefore, it will be possible to see whether an independent variable has a larger effect on one of the genders in regards to radical right vote choice. The modeling choice will allow for clearer results than a model with 13 interactions would provide. The multivariate analysis will allow for the direct testing of H 2 and H 3 , which hypothesize that women and men are impacted by the same attitudes in terms of radical right vote choice, but the substantive effects of these attitudes will be smaller for women. Table 1 displays a summary of the results from the bivariate fixed effects models conducted on the dependent variable (i.e. radical right vote choice) and independent variables that will be utilized in the multivariate analysis. The results from the models exploring the dependent variable demonstrate that women are statistically less likely than men to cast a vote for the radical right party across all years from 2002-2014. The result confirms findings from previous literature. In comparison, when dissecting the bivariate results for independent variables that generally predict radical right vote choice, results provide mixed support for previous findings.
Results
Fixed Effects Bivariate Models
First, women are unsurprisingly at lower levels on sociodemographic variables such as education, income and union membership. Men tend to be at higher income and education levels in the sample. In addition, men are more likely to be members of a trade union. On the other hand, where statistical difference exists, men are indeed more likely to be unemployed, which some scholars have argued is a large driver of radical right vote choice. Further, in terms of political attitudes, women are statistically more leftist in political ideology, have less distrust in the EU, and are more likely to think that everyone should have equal opportunities. The results indicate that the gender gap in voting radical right could be explained by anti-EU sentiment, political ideology, or neoliberalism if one were to find in the multivariate analysis that these variables are important. The results align quite well with theoretical expectations regarding a basic gender gap in political ideology and radical attitudes.
On the other hand, the bivariate fixed effects model output indicates that women are statistically higher on a number of variables that are theoretically related to voting for a radical right party, which previous research has not uncovered. For example, women hold statistically higher levels of distrust towards institutions, commitment to traditions and traditional beliefs, belief in a strong government, and feelings that the government should not reduce income disparity. The results are somewhat surprising, but do not get us closer to understanding the gap in voting for radical right parties. Indeed, if these four attitudes were highly predictive of radical right vote choice one would expect that women have a higher propensity to vote for the party.
The main finding from the bivariate analyses conducted here is that women and men are rarely statistically different when it comes to anti-immigrant attitudes. Since several scholars have argued that radical right parties are simply anti-immigrant parties (Bos/ van der Brug 2010 , van der Brug/Fennema/Tillie 2000 , the result that women and men are not statistically different in terms of their level of nativism is quite interesting. Further, when exploring Table 1 , what is unique about the bivariate analysis conducted on nativist attitudes is that women are only less likely to hold these attitudes in 2012, however, from 2002-2010 and in 2014 there is no statistical difference between the genders. When delving into the data further, the change in the statistical difference can be blamed on men. That is, while women have remained relatively the same in terms of nativist attitudes (just slightly nativist), men have on average become increasingly more nativist over the time period. The result aligns with previous research conducted in the United States, which demonstrated that men have become more conservative or right-wing on a number of important attitudinal positions (Kaufmann/ Petrocik 1999) . Since the nativist attitudes measure was created through the use of factor analysis based on five attitudinal questions that asked about attitudes towards immigrants, it is worth checking whether any of the attitudes are driving the result. Table 2 displays the results from bivariate fixed effects models performed on the five survey questions utilized to create the nativist attitude measure with gender as the independent variable. 9 Further, the Appendix B provides factor analysis output and Cronbach's Alpha Scores for the nativist indices for each year created from the five survey questions. As the results indicate, the creation of indices in the analysis is statistically appropriate. As Table 2 indicates, there are only really two instances where men are consistently statistically higher on an anti-immigrant measure. Men are on average more likely to think there should be fewer immigrants from outside Europe, and more likely to think that immigrants damage cultural life. On the other hand, there is one consistent question where women hold statistically more negative views of immigrants. From 2002-2014, women were statistically more likely to think that immigrants are bad for the economy. Given that the literature is fairly clear regarding women's averseness to voting for the radical right party, the result is interesting.
-indicates a negative statistically significant relationship (p < 0.05). / + indicates a positive statistically significant relationship (p < 0.05).
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On the other hand, there are no clear trends regarding believing that immigrants make the country a worse place to leave. In addition, from 2006-2010 and in 2014, there is not a difference between men and women in regards to whether they believe that their country should only allow a few immigrants from different ethnic groups. If these parties mainly draw voters based on the issue of nativism, or anti-immigrant backlash, one would expect that women might cast votes for the party if they hold such attitudes. However, given the results in Table 2 this might not be the case. The multivariate analysis provides additional information on the role that nativist attitudes play in predicting radical right vote choice for women and men.
9 It is important to note that these variables correlated at .58 or higher. 10 As an additional check, density plots for several variables of interest are presented in Appendix E. The density plots confirm that the distributions for women and men are very similar for several variables of interest.
Multivariate Analysis
The results from the multivariate fixed effects binary models are presented in Tables 3-5 . Previous empirical findings present conflicting results relative to the relationship between demographic variables and radical right vote choice. What is important for the purpose of this study is that women and men generally follow the same trend, as indicated by the results below. Table 3 provides a summary of the findings from the multivariate models. The results indicate that in a given year, men and women follow similar trends. For example, from 2002-2014 age has a negative relationship with the probability of voting for a radical right party. Further, from 2010-2014, education is negatively related to radical right vote choice. Even where a socio-demographic does not maintain the same trend over time, we see that in a given time period men and women are affected by the variable in a similar way. For instance, between 2002-2006 union membership is negatively related to voting radical right, but from 2010-2012 for both men and women, union membership is positively related. In regards to attitudinal variables, similar trends exist. Women and men follow the same trends in terms of the relationship between the attitudinal variables and radical right vote choice. For example, both women and men show a positive relationship between political ideology and radical right vote choice. Further, where significant, authoritarian attitudes, conservative attitudes, and attitudes regarding inequality are, on average, positively related to radical right vote choice for women and men. The only situation in which conflicting results arise is with the institutional distrust measure, which as stated previously, is a very crude proxy for distrust of elites.
The only attitudinal variables that show a consistent relationship across all years and statistical models are political ideology and nativist attitudes. Both political ideology and nativist attitudes are positively correlated with casting a vote for the radical right party in all of the instances tested. In addition, when exploring the standardized coefficients across statistical models, political ideology and nativist attitudes have the largest statistical relationship with the probability of voting for the radical right party than do any other variables in the multivariate models. In fact, over time the two variables tradeoff as the largest predictor of radical right vote choice in the multivariate models. The results from the model output provide evidence to support H 2 . Mainly, that results indicate that for men and women the same attitudinal positions predict radical right party vote choice. As the literature has found, on the two variables of greatest importance, there is a statistical relationship between the attitudes and vote choice across all models for both men and women. In order to test hypothesis H 3 , the relationships must be explored further in terms of the substantive impact that these variables play on the probability of voting radical right. Therefore, predicted probabilities are plotted for the political ideology and nativist variables while holding all continuous variables at their mean and dummy variables at zero for both genders. Figures 1 and 2 plot the substantive effect of political ideology and nativism on radical right vote choice for women and men. Figures 1 and 2 provide a test for H 3 , which hypothesized that the substantive effects from independent variables that increase the probability of voting for the radical right party are smaller for women than the substantive effects are for men. Remember, both variables are coded so that positive values indicate extremes closer to voting for the radical right. First, Figure 1 presents the substantive effect that nativist attitudes have on the probability of voting for the radical right party. On average, when going from the most positive attitudes towards immigrants to the most negative attitudes, men experience a higher increase in the probability of voting for the radical right party. Let us explore the most extreme difference as an example (i.e. effect of nativism on the probability of voting radical right in 2008). In 2008, for women, going from the most extreme positive attitudes towards immigrants to the most negative attitudes towards immigrants leads to an increase of around .05 (5%) in the probability of voting for the radical right party. In comparison, for men, the change from one extreme attitudinal position to the other is an increase of about .14 (14%) in the probability of voting for the radical right party. Here, the nativist variable's effect on men is almost three times higher than for women. Figure 2 graphically presents the predicted probabilities for the effect of political ideology on radical right vote choice for men and women. In several instances, it is clear that the effect of far right positioning on the political ideology scale has a larger substantive effect on men in comparison to women. For example, in 2004, going from the furthest left position on the ideological spectrum to the furthest right position for women led to an increase of about .03 (3%) in the probability of voting for the radical right party. On the other hand, the effect from the political ideology variable for men was about a .15 (15%) increase in the probability of voting for the radical right party. Since the bivariate analysis indicates that men tend to me more ideological rightist, it would make sense that there would be a significant gender gap in voting for the radical right.
The results indicate that women and men are not equally affected by the attitudinal positions most associated with radical right voting. Indeed, across all models and statistically significant variables, there is a trend where the substantive effect of the variable is larger for men than for women. Clearly, women are substantially less likely to translate extreme positions on the ideological spectrum and anti-immigrant attitudes into a vote for the radical right party, despite holding similar attitudinal positions.
Conclusion
The empirical analysis conducted in this paper tested for radical right vote choice cross-nationally in Europe from 2002-2014 by gender. To date, the analysis provides the most comprehensive time period and systematic analysis in which gendered dynamics of specifically radical right vote choice is explored in isolation from other parties. Through the estimation of fixed effects binary and multivariate statistical models, this article explored three hypotheses. The first hypothesis posited that, on average, women and men hold similar levels on attitudes that are historically correlated with radical right party voting. The second hypothesis posited that the attitudes that predict radical right vote choice for men are the same attitudes that predict radical right vote choice for women. Finally, the last hypothesis posited that, for women, the substantive effects from independent variables that increase the probability of voting for the radical right party are smaller than the substantive effects for men.
Based on the three posited hypotheses, the article arrives at a few conclusions. First, the results are mixed when exploring whether women and men statistically differ drastically when exploring the several attitudes that explain radical right vote choice. For example, previous research has demonstrated that anti-immigrant sentiment is one of the key attitudinal positions that drive radical right vote choice. Here, the finding is that women and men do not statistically differ in the level of anti-immigrant sentiment they hold. However, there is one crucial caveat to this finding. The results do indicate that a portion of the gender gap in radical right party voting can be explained by women's ideological positioning. Women are statistically less likely to selfposition themselves on the far right of the ideological spectrum. Since far right positioning is correlated with radical right vote choice, it is fairly clear that gendered differences on this variable of interest explain some of the variation in vote choice.
Second, the same political attitudes that predict radical right vote choice for men also predict radical right vote choice for women. Further, the relative importance of the political attitudes in predicting vote choice when comparing the substantive impact of the independent variables follow the same patterns for men and women. For example, for both genders, political ideology and nativist attitudes play the largest role in determining radical right vote choice when compared to any other attitudes or socio-demographic variables. The finding is useful for indicating that men and women's vote choice for the radical right party can be explained by the same mechanisms: far-right positioning and hostility to immigrants.
Finally, the major takeaway from the paper is that the substantive impacts of the attitudes most closely related to radical right vote choice are larger for men when compared to women. That is, men are more likely to translate an extreme right positioning or anti-immigrant attitudes into actual radical vote choice. When comparing women and men, both on the far right of the political spectrum holding the same level of hostility towards immigrants, the predicted probability of voting for a radical right party will be statistically much higher for men. The result arises even when holding all other variables at the same values for men and women, which has not been done in previous research. This analysis is the first to empirically test the differing substantive effects on men and women that attitudes have on voting for the radical right.
What is the next step for research on the gender gap in radical right voting? As Akkerman et al. (2014) have demonstrated, existing cross-national surveys do not measure the concept of populism effectively. Instead, large-N studies are better equipped for measuring antielitism. Further, Akkerman et al. (2014) and Hawkins and Rovira Kaltwasser (2018) argue there are important substantive differences between populism and antielitism. Since Van Hauwaert and Van Kessel (2018) find broadly that populist attitudes can be important for explaining vote choice, future research on the gender gap in radical right voting should more deeply explore the concept of populism, which includes more accurately measuring the concept in the gender gap research. 
